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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDIQCT AL DISTRICT |
IN AND FOR UTAH COUNTY,STATE OF UTAH.
PROVO RESERVOIR COMPANY, ) No. 2888 Sivil
a corporation, ) Contempt Proceeding
Plaintiff, ) ‘
) Copy of the Proceedings in the
VS. above entitled Cause, February
X ) £1,1921, PsM.,Found in Second
PROVO CITY, et al, ) Part of Vol .XT.of Official Transs
Defendants, ) ¢ript of Hvidence aiven in sald
________________________ Cause,pages 56 _to 74,Both Ty .

THE GOURT: Now, I think there remains nothing further
execept a suggestlion made with peference to the springs, sone
misapprehension or uncertainty as to that, and the matter of
appointment of commissioner, and fixing apportionment of

costss T will hear you with reference to the springse

MRe HATCH: In regard to the springs, yesterday when
1t was proposed to amend subdivision Iy or the substitute
of Subdivision B of Finding 58, I was objecting to the change
when lreMurdock, looking at me, gadd; byes s ihat s all rilght,
and let 1t goe" I understood that to mean my client had no
objection to it, and I so stabted %o the court, which was erron
on my part, and I then asked the court to withdray my statew
went that we had no objection, which was nermitted, and the
court then at once found that the stbstitute should be ale
lowed with an addiltion excepting from the spring, those flow-
ing Into and arlsing in the “lue CLIFL Canal, That would,
50 far as the Blue CLiff Canal ls concewnad, vemedy any
trouble that might exlst, but as to othen rights In the
rlver, 1t would not, and the stipulatlion provides SPOC=
1flcally what they shall have; that 18, they shall have such

water from such springs as were then flowlng in theilr water




